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Abstract: Lactobacillus is a strain that promotes human health and has a long history of use in the food industry. In recent
years, gene editing technology has become an effective tool for the development and utilization of microorganisms. Among
them, CRISPR-Cas9 technology that composed of clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats and its
associated protein has been widely used in gene editing research due to its advantages of simple steps, high efficiency and
accuracy. The application of CRISPR-Cas9 technology to Lactobacillus will promote the research of its own physiological
characteristics and the molecular mechanism of promoting human health, thereby promoting the development of the next
generation of Lactobacillus with customized functions. This article reviews the application of some Lactobacillus in food
processing and the application progress of CRISPR-Cas9 technology in Lactobacillus, aiming to provide some ideas for the

research and development of domestic Lactobacillus bioengineering.
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A REERIZSE, DRI Z i JE MBI 1Y =4 4552 5] 7 4%
PNEAED S (B AEE I BT, kDA b 5% LA
FLERFT R EARA W 100, HEWNSMLE 2 feid T
431 CRISPR-Cas9 $37 7R g5 AR 42 i {fi FH ST,
I, A CRISPR-Cas9 37 AR X ZLER A B #E 4 7 de i 2
—AMEAR B IIFIE T T o

H i1, CRISPR-Cas9 ¢ AR A ZLIRAT 1+ 9 N
B, BAMGE FEAE A FLRAT A 3 5 CRISPR-
Cas RGUMISIHTRIFSE, i ZLIRAT B {37 3 e i
PSR HGE I AN Z UL S5 TRk R 7 AH E,
CRISPR-Cas9 H7 A H KPR o LB AT B I [a] 67 25,
A IEAf P I AR DO R S R A A, i i B AR ARAS 10
PRIRREL 2545 1T B8 bl & S i AV LIS AE I iR 3451

R RS2 TR 15 1O B4 11, CRISPR-Cas9 £ AR g i3
FIFLERFT BB 23) " 12 sy FH SRR . B8 Tolk
LEOI ., ASSCRTER ST FLERAT B A1 CRISPR-Cas9 K
FEFTAN-28, % CRISPR-Cas9 7 AR FEZLESAT Bl v 14 nf
F S AEFE M A HEAT 25534, I )R B2 K Kk CRISPR-
Cas9 AR Z FH B FLIRHT B 19 & S a3, TR Py
FLEAT I A=Y TR RIS S A St —se Ui
1 FERATERIELA

L2 B (Lactic acid bacteria, LAB) J2:35 GE4]
Al K MR KA B I 7 A R FLBR A — 2L TG 2 AL |
22 QYL A PR PR A, XIS R — oAby
)z B TR 2R, DAT R sk S =
FLER B 2= /4046 18 &, th 200 ZFh g = AT
AR A R LE B, FLH ZLEA T B8 (Lactobacillus )
e E L, FLRAF AR AR NI A B 2 —,
T FLAE A e a5 Tl 2507 W) T AT Ek
BRAGVEN

BTG 3, ZLMFATF s O &I iR p A28
FHFREEE YN, It 2L R SR
IR T — S 2L AT B2 e 4y . HAT ZFh DI aetE
FHRI AR B, R e T 72 v AR e e b,
AR, o S AR A R LIRAT R T LA

AR LAE S LIRAT TR A ) LR T R A 1 i o
oM/ INFTIRES, S ZUREASTI 52 8 3 T A4
ZFL U R, ZLERAT e m] ARSI AIE A 75 v
e, oG N B B ThEE, YRE NG IE 9 B R
155, T TR A M e s, dEd ARG, sk, ZL
Wi AT B 90 150 i 5 T2 1) WA AT, i sl /D AR g 85
Jang S50 ] FHSNMEFRICLE (1 7 1543 SRS/ EREA T
ARV B BT B A AR BRER K AU AR FR, DAPEAS 5,
ZEREFLFF B (L. rhamnosus) 3T HIE G BT B 2R Al A%
ARSI PR EEVE FH, 25 32 BH R BRZEPHZLAT 2R 19/ N R
il B30 T X AR IR R MAL o

FLIRFF B A ARG B VF 215 25 i T TE, [A)
AP i Tl P A BB A, Bl T B S AR XL
AR LA B A 2 ) BT RS IR o2 S A A
5T T BREEMHZLAT B (L. rhamnosus) | Fi=ZUATEE (L.
helveticus) . B TEEFLITEH (L. paracasei )55 PUFpHLAE]
FUFLIRAT B TEFLah R AR P iy pH. BREAR(L . 17
LRI P 43 TR Ak BTt B R I BE T, 2 SRR L.
helveticus K IFZLr=TRPMERIEIWISE, T L. paracasei
1 L. rhamnosus W R EZFLR AR E TR . b
A1, FLIRAT B AEFRFE MY h o 2 45 T EEZAEH, M FL
FF (L. salivarius) ] LABGEG I AE K APERE, A 20
DA EE F O REd B AR B &, T Bl Rl 98GR
SR AIES B B A R 3R AL Ytk [C2E% (Infectious
bursal disease virus, IBDV) & 1 90 28 J5 A 50 % N
B

FIRBFESE SRR, ZLRRAT A GRAE #E AR
AR, e R B TP i b N FH AN FRAED Y A5-40aR [R] A
WA EE AL, 2R 1 P T —LEZLRAT
T EACER A A A B S A N -
2 CRISPR-Cas9 $ARH & IR AE L

FLH g BRI A L MR . e A
A AT B RIS PP BT AR, 1T CRISPR-Cas9
JEAREEFE TR B H7 R (Zince-finger nuclease, ZFNs) |
Tl SR PSR T AR B0 0 A2 R Tl £2 R ( Transcription
activator-like effector nuclease, TALENSs) 55 3 [X]

TEFUFEASTRAE (M as HH BRARE K . IS SRR, BHEARMEL FE 00 AR R SRR R . HEILAEN,
R 1 ARG FLERAT IR 0 B FR AR & i L b (48
Table 1 Some Lactobacillus strains and their application in food processing
Ll b YEH S5 3k
R KRS FREEGFL S RS, A R U L 2L AT [24]
A FLAF L. bulgari

PEMFLIESLRFIAL bulgaricus SR FELAIORH= M BE RR TR, B RS R 1, ST [25]
VRRELFT L. acidophil ROk FRAR SR ORI, G SR T 1)k [26]

gHR AL, aciaophiius
i P U AU, L, 2 1% [27]
it HFLATHL. helveticus KIZI R K 1) SR AR XU [28]
FRABEFLFFIRIL. rhamnosus EARLAE FEIRERE | AR | B s [29]
TIFANT L. plantarum T BEFLFFHEL. casei N7 HE R, B S [30]
i IRFLFFHL. hilgardii A P [31]
TR FLFFEL. paracasei L-FLRmaE A= R A AL -7 [32]
TEICFLFT L. delbrueckii Hush PR S S B 7 b R ST [32]
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CRISPR-Cas9 FANKUEE A BR, Wl Ay AT AL D8] Gt 45 1
L DRI i B T 2303 e v I TR L A AR . e o)
EFREHERZ —, R i A AR R R R S
AP AR D] 2t 5 52 A i AL 13 455 55 11 R Fok
I AZIR N VTN S5 A B AH i S 2 588, ZFNs AE N
AU N g B R, PEIR E T RE R URPE /Y 3
MESEHEEEXT, B Fok I A% R PN YTl 1) 45 44 4l £ 53 L)
] DNA, He T HEt i), e sy, HoAT 20
RagEtE, HaxIiHe AR L F) 932 E Sangamo ZEWT, (Hitt
I Ta) HH DAk JE RN P, 28 — (1Y TALENSs
5 ZFNs 25, TALENs i TALE 5t/37 58 BE e
SR PERY DNA PO, —A4> TALE JEF 30 —14
BT, S, AU EEMELL ZFNs K. {H TALENSs
FAAERRZ W E P A, W 2Ry TAE, HASSELH
Bt AR BIBY, 1i CRISPR-Cas9 £ AR B T #E [m) kg
e AL ARG M BE MR AR 25 A0, 55—
FIE B REME R giE 22N L, M 21> gRNAs #
AN RN IRL, SR 3 2= Z2 BE IR BT S TR 158
AlgeER,

CRISPR J2& 1987 4=t A7 ¥ R 2l 45 75 Kl A T
(E. coli) B AT EIN LI — RV FBEEE DNA
FB, XS B 29 DR SFOR R Howk o — B
32 HEEE AT AR A BRI, {H 2SI X A gt s i A
YIPEDIREAF I FNCY S LA, BEE AP
2 TRUFIT 2 TR BE DRI 20 T AR I T X R ARk i A
BT, AIHTE 2000 AR HGE PR Ry S B P 1a] e A2
(Short regularly spaced repeat, SRSR) &8, 5|
2002 4, Jansen 4507 XX FPAFER A AT IR AT
J&i » TEFORF X Fh 45 A4 iy 44 S i R AR 1 (] s [l S
( Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats, CRISPR) J¥41| . Bl J5 WF 5% & bilis &k Bl £
5 CRISPR JFF) I BEAH SCHR g BE PR, J1K HGE PR A

CRISPR-AH K7 (CRISPR-associated, Cas) . & ]
XJF CRISPR-Cas HJREM BRI H AT G2 S5 4l iy
DNA BRI AL il 743 BC A R FR1O. SRITTTE
2005 4F, W5 & #E ) CRISPR-Cas J&—Fhad i 4
TP RGBT, HaX MR UETE 2007 4F L8
Barrangou 5™ IG4IE . Barrangou %5 & B A~ R
4e Al LK IS A DNA #4551 CRISPR [4:371 H,
BAF EAT TR [FIAE i 5 R AR BT AR A T Bk,
RS T . Bolotin 451 YERASYREHMTEER A (S. th-
ermophilus ) PSRBT, 2P T — P AFH A CRISPR
LR . X CRISPR (431 5 /G RTRIE I R 5t
AL, AHE AL D—BE LR Cas HE[K], AL EHT
M) Cas FEAl, 45 GmbS o3 1 B AL . Bolotin
SETOIN 2 B R SRk i) 1 BAT AR I A, 33X R
Wi Cas9. Hitk, ¥ CRISPR-Cas9 F Gk EAHTST
PAR eI IS

H B, CRISPR-Cas RZG#i43"0 1. 11 A1 11 4 =
Fb S LAY 4] CRISPR-Cas9 & T 11 R 45
CRISPR-Cas9 & Gt 76 1 W P G S iy i AG 35 — 20
%, (Al bR S AI3REL, crRNA AYTE RS T3 (18 1),
HAACE PRI N 2 AN BEETOR. DNA 25 A4 i
A5, ZHAAE %110y Cas 25 E$ M DNA JF 815 Ak
/N B S BIE SN DNA R Bob, JE sli—1-9r
i CRISPR [HIF@)FAN W, SR 53X A~ i Tal b7 41 9k
F 5% % CRISPR RNA Ri{A (Pre-crRNA) FIS =i
RNA(Trans—activating RNA, tracrRNA), #R 5 1EAZ B
g F TIT(Ribonuclease 11T, RNaselll) FIYE K )k,
JER) crRNAMY ) B 5 crRNA PHFE] tracrRNA i i3
SRR T BT Cas9 HEAEVIEI AR HAR
DNA DIk F| Gz TR, 18 Cas9 W
HESEREXT 4P AE 19 DNA EATHE M T 2L )=, Jinek 45:0%
AOTFFESE i, AT LK CRISPR-Cas9 R 45 H [ crRNA

A AYDNA
/N
= il — — - LMl A — < > i SMEDNAFAfE
@ CRISPRIT1) I 4 5 CRISPRIFA] crRNAFTA FONAM AR
JRRIDNA Y A
O AR FAHITRNA B M . ZACrRNA
@ Cas-DNA N\ v
S EEDNA R
Cas-crRNA-tracrRNAK &4 I.‘i-' JIEDNA

1. ANEDNAAFR 2. CasZEHXIDNA
HAPEIFEIDNATE
ST A ] B S 51

3. W i a] B 512
£ Z CRISPRIF41)

4. crRNARTAFN S BT RNA 5. Cas9R AATEH T

%55, crRNARGHN TIE AL I ARAYSNEDNA ,
WA CrRNAJG FISGUTERNA - fHEHA

P Je Cas9R HIE LR AR

El 1 CRISPR-Cas9 Z4tid b M e i) 1 {25 R

Fig.1

Simplified steps for adaptive immunity of CRISPR-Cas9 system



. 464 - é’uﬁ&‘r\“/ﬂ*ﬁ

2022 4 11 A

F tracrRNA Bl &7 —i, TR — 1 A—R-& i S 1
RNA, Bl 85 [A] RNA(Single-guide RNA, sgRNA),
BE—EEIL T 2458, i CRISPR-Cas9 $AR) 72 W FH
I R ) RN L [l B T S . 2 ) A T
FEEFFIX PN AR T IR g R o B Sk U,
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ A T HAT L5 7 58, BER 5, H
B AR, O s ) I AR . /N
R, I T T RIS
3 CRISPR-Cas9 S RN A FIABRHEE
HI4mEE
3.1 CRISPR-Cas9 $ARBUEFERITE

240k, LA RO g E A e 1, -
T AP P ST LA R AR AR
ifiid CRISPR-Cas9 F:R gnfE R 223 T A0 B A B
Fh, e H FE TR R FLRRAT B IR . 32T =4 i) ot
sk, B AR FLIR AT RSO S Y A 35 15 Y B
B XU o

F)FH CRISPR-Cas9 # AR AT AL ZLIR AT IR 4T 15
EA D RHAR M. Goh 45PN L. paracasei
2 L 2 T FH SC A SRR B L A fosE i A JCiRAiSY
1B 28 H2B¥ ( Fructooligosaccharide, FOS) B L. rham-
nosus 1, A BEAREETE &G FOS Y mMRS 15553
rhAE R, IXRI T S BRI A T O A AR R
77. CRISPR-Cas9 ZGtif i LI g ml e £k s
ra] FL R AT B8 P (9 P Ak | 245 3L (A, Hidalgo-Canta-
brana 257 |} CRISPR-Cas9 3 AR FibazL A m iy
S R 2GEAA Y terw FER, T80 LS
T FLERAT R A F 2

TEE Tk, ZLIRAT B & 5 9 T4 7= e s b
Z J# (Exopolysaccharides, EPS), EPS fH T Al &7 A&
L] AR ) B AS FD XU, DT 2 FH T2 3
AL e FUb . BREE K, S T E—E R FHEL
FRAT BRI A2 7= EPS BURE T, A BN Hah#y 5 D gE 3t
A TR T LA B 7= Y. Song 35
{# il CRIPSR-Cas9 3 R X L. casei 4 EPS 2= ¥ &
JFER] LC2W-2189 AT T #lR, Mo 4 R R I mi bR
JE R EPS ;=i BH I [ . Mayer 45 97 %5 1
Ayt FCEFLAT IR (L. johnsonii) WA —FP B 3 PR 4
T B L AL R B (F19785-242, 242) %) EPS-1 U4
JNAR B, 7E L. johnsonii F19785 3k [ £H v ) H]
CRISPR-Cas9 i R Rl 242 FL X DA EEE B A242,
T EEIAR A242 40T HE AN _L 35 W P R AN 2] EPS-
1, Dertli &N WFgeHRiETR 1, L. johnsonii FI9785 fig
g = A IR ASIFI B9 EPS, 43510 EPS-1 Il EPS-2, i%
WGt — 2L % T 5 EPS &8 AH 1Y eps LA
95, ML) epsA FEPE A % EPS-1 1 EPS-2 193¢
BERLDH . X SEE R FLERFT IR EPS AW G I HL]
B —#B55, F]FH CRISPR-Cas9 5% Ay it iR o1 4=
FEE R EPS #EE T — A0 S . Zhou SEY SR
CRISPR-Cas9 £i KX} L. plantarum 3477 JCL4EIEHA

H g, BT T AT DAPE A n- R L A b
MBI RR, TEAS | AYMEARICIE AR B LT, e
ZBERRIAE T n- QRSN EN 797.3 mg/L,
Dato %519 iff 5% 38 BHER T 2 5 (S. cerevisiae) B 1 HH
fifk, 22, R [W) T [if§ 2( S-adenosylmethionine2, SAM2) ]
FikE Y L-ZLERM-G& B EAESC, R CRISPR-Cas9
B ARG BRI SAM2 FEN R, BEARIFLER F= & H
TE W RN T 5.4%, 31 FLAs s SAM2 JEK
FANR S BEARAYNG T o BRI, 30 X2 LR T
A AR ) ) SR R 25 iz FH A ) T ARR R 5 ik
1Ak, B —FhEE A R H B AR SRS B .

Brr= AT 2R WA, FLRRFF P & 7= A — 2}
MNEA F 5, Blan D-FLER. B AFshiia iy
HAFELE D-FLER A, P AR oAl D-FL
R, AMEEE AL £ D-ZLIR S FEuH B EEEL, &
I PEEREARI W H R UL, FLIRAF IR SR = A W
FPFLIR, 0902 L-FLER Al D-ZLIR, 1 V& $5 A4 72X
Fh LR %) & Fa 3L IR — > D-FLER I Al ldhD FE A
I L-3L W2 i S B 1dhl LR 0 WF 5 0, i oot
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ R bR sl B e IdhD & REANFLIR
e A= D-FLIR M —Fh a0k . sk— U7 s st
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ AR A4 # T — ¥ 8¢ i R 2 IdhD 3k
K, Rk L-FLER IR A L. casei 875 BRkE, K BL
SEARBEMR A L-FLIR I r= 2= T 16.3%, Ya#4al
JELH 95.2% $2TFE 99.0%, K AFRE T miali)E L-
ey r=m, KT D-ZFLIRAE . iR
HAFIFH CRISPR-Cas9 H AR T A RENFLIEAT B X
NG FHE Y =4

R4 D-FLERXT A 35, (HARRE TN E ALY
AT SRR Tl BB Bl 3 R g i AR B a2
5, A EEE TR T G 38 M ZLIRAF v FH 267 D-
FLRRTE VT JLAR N T 9 # i 22 — . Huang Z56%
WFFE 2B L. bulgaricus ¥ ldhD [ IR L K 1db0101
1 1db1010 eI FERMIEN T RELL MR = £ D-
FLWR . Assavasirijinda ZE ¥4 L. delbrueckii W 1dhD
FL KIS CRISPR-Cas9 3RS A TR ETHZEHL
FFERl (B. alcalophilus) BEIAR, F-10 i i 24 7 T¢-6 Al i
B ZBER AR RE D epsD, LAXEG NS i - R Ak T e
Pk R . Ozaki 25U 58 i CRISPR-Cas9 25 [ 2H 4
B AN L. plantarum P 1dhD FLH S A 2 ZETH
TR (S, pombe), Il 1T CRISPR L K G SR IR
TR SE g D-FLIR G A SC 18 VA T 15 15 S 1)
FLH pdcl0] F pdc202 M4 L-FLAR 3L N IdhL,
I AR BE T TR R A A OBE 5% Ak AR L D-FLER 1Y

VT4ESK, BT CRISPR-Cas9 57 A 461 w8 1
7 L = K i o NI 38 5 W31 el =/ R EY il Y B S a2 oy
TP RS MO . T RLERFT BREAE A —Fh 2SN
75 2E 3, FFH CRISPR-Cas9 33 AR H& Bk ik i
B AR B ST B EZE T 7] o
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3.2 CRISPR-Cas9 H RN T BT EERERIEF
ERYE)RE

REFORSRIZLIRFT AR E T AN 4" bRk
(Generally recognized as safe, GRAS) 47, K1,
XAEZLAT R E RS Tk, RGeSt 2
AU, B H R 5 3L R LR AT R 0 3 B
25 5 W B A RN E S GRAS, R 2R R S LR
PR R ZH 9 i s, s L nAsseE M . XF A4S 7ERY
LR ARAGHN, HERAT W FE R Rt B AR SR AL ]
BUBRBE, an BARRIR . It dmds . (RS m, R
S H AT e 85 —ARL N g% AR CRISPR-Cas9
WARELRUE R AR RE SE S M AT 3 HY 7= L2

anfn] $ v HER 5, ko I A2 H B 2R dRdE b
Al Pkl . F% CRISPR-Cas9 AH4%5 T ZFNs
I TALENS 57 A X #2 a) H PR $5 4 55 o ] LA £,
CRISPR-Cas9 H 5 20K 5[5 RNA P41 -5 R0 1y
X VCHD, FEAT LK Cas BT | S BIZAL A, 5 IASUEEWT
24, (H[RIREAFAE IR R ) UGS, 52 32t PR] g il TSR3
TEM|JH CRISPR-Cas9 FT3EFLIRAT B I, T RES & 24
TS AL R AR | SERIZH EEHER . U HU Az s
A A AT N, TS LBRAT IR A A 4y B i
JFLIRFT R PIET, £ 2 3T li—Fh A 35 ik A
Yo WYX s F ) T el EH R F AR IR
Te B A3, k2 A el A bR 2] B AR AL, ARl e
ST A TR, BT NSl ™ B gl . o
— SR R Y BB LR 2 CRISPR-Cas9 FR Gk
T NEM: DNA X R Aaegia zuh i, Ase
T R - 7= A P R R T . S T gk ik = B4R
DNA & HLHIAIMIEE, Goh &7 ZEZL AT R - AYAEIR]
PP ARG (Non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) 1]
DNA i ML, A 5% BRI (Strepto-
coccus) Y] A B AZ K Cas9 PO 15 g R ZLAT B (L.
acidophilus ) W HEATHE [a) 5 PRUIH B AR A, DT s 2L
PR SEEWTLS 1S L. acidophilus BIZET- ., RS IAE
O AR & S AR ] S 77k, (H i
AR EEA E V22 R 2K s, an4uisny | CRISPR-
Cas9 LA MIFRII AT AR IR, — TEFR A
PRI AL [F] 2 AR 2 S EURAET . 31T, CRISPR-Cas9
RG-S FREESLI LR i g, (HAE SO L T 3
FLIERAF R g Bt b, FOREBPE . SRR s
[8] . Leenay U ¥E L. plantarum " {#i FH CRISPR-
Cas9 £ AR PATIRE K Gr 5, (HZ2 KGR L. plantarum
[F—ALS AN IR BT, grii iy gs R 2s Bl
TFIEA TG ARSI A 25 7 . BSRUE, AL
o AR ISR A [ R, [ Bt v 2 K] S i ) 2808 AN AR
P, BWFFEEAT] H BT AR AR [A] R

CRISPR-Cas9 FAAEMiFZLRRFT ATy 7 2 T X /7
ZPRER, HAazZBEoR A LA S M R 58 248, 1
Y AE AN A DR AIL ) 0 5] @ 271 488 T 5 (Proto-
spacer-adjacent motif, PAM) A& 14 FERHEET, L4

HETMAEER S, BRI A & B na
UL R R, BRI AR T (HA
AT SRR e BE R ZLRRAT B 1] 2 (2R, IACH L L e B A
g, S A= A RS — AR g, Rk, 7R
V2N A FE DR LR AT TR BT, UM FIRE 2 G2 TR 223
ATHLFIVERIABS AL . B CRISPR-Cas9 A HIA
Wi & 2, Bl Al 17E ZEA W HLIF 78 e IR B AR BRLEE, 3X
PO T3 TR 2 A% SR R LR AT I -
3.3 CRISPR-Cas9 AN A TARITERKRE
3.3.1 PEEILRFATREIPUYRATYE LT R =
Hu W A8 Tk i B v, TR 22w A7 | gt
FAF BT AR P TR s B | A 22 R RE, s2nEL
BRAT R R HEAE PRTNRE . FLIRFT IRIVE R R R e &
AR, HASE PR W A8 A9 T 20, TR A £ A2 T 0
MNEERE, WA 08 25 S P A B
RAFHGEME . K, i8] CRISPR-Cas9 HOARXFLIR
AR A BE R R 7 s, (A PLIR AT B B s R AR e
P, PN I AN [R] S5 P A A3

FLERHT B A Tolk & et B B &= A PR, W
HEERRIME, 2L R TS ) FR 19 i
FEAK . AR ( The glutamate decarboxylase,
GAD) ARG JEFLRIT R EZE PR Koz,
IEEh GAD MIHLIRHE 1 IAFAE, FLIRAT A A REAE IR
Jra IR Pl 22 o A K W [RIR B SRS 1IE W &
A . Gong &7 FEWF 52 S ZLAT B (L. brevis) 1Y
GAD R4GiH}, X3 L. brevis B GAD RSt P IRTERY
SR URT RN gadR PrRiA MY GadR & H— H KT,
SRR HB AR 25 Tolk P i) —Fh B2 S Y —-2
L T 1% (Gamma-aminobutyric acid, GABA) ¥ r= 4=,
[FIREREAIR T L. brevis FUTHTRTE. W58 GadR
JEVAYE L. brevis NI R TEFT GABA & 1Y 1E S 45t
AT AT LATRAR Y2, il i CRISPR-Cas9 H4 % w
ik GadR WIFLERFT RS SR RA SRR A Tk Ak
HALA: 7 GABA BYA RN 7. Gong 5 53R
L. brevis IR &R T HUHEE A REA ginR
FIAM GInR 2 A RBASZ I 4H P& I PLIRHEFT GABA
=, IS IESE T GInR J2—Fh s GAD 3£
KPR H, BEMSFERANEE IPTIR MR GABA 19541k
k. NI, i#id CRISPR-Cas9 AR B ginR Kt
B2 — s AR U Be 1 A %807

R B RS A FLR AT IS M B AR —
EE I, Sy TR a4 A, KRR
AT g i EUIRIHBRA I TR, X SEL
FLERAF A 0B A RYE ) 2l B R, IR m LR
PRI PURE B f AE In Trp oty L, RS
J2 )W (Heat shock response, HSR ) J2&=FL AR FT- Bl T % #4
FE 7 77 AL 0 B AR 3 N RN, 55 R BE 2R 1 (Heat
shock proteins, HSPs) ¥ 3L 23k, JE B an/NIR 7
M. Clp ATP BSEHF B2 g0 A EHhr &
53 FEEFIFI ClpP . FtsH S8R B A T Wi dL iy s2 451 i
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FBT 2R I, DI e ZLIRAT TR A N AL S
MBI, Chastanet 2582 JESZ, HSP H Y clpP FE K
1 clpE FERAZ 2| =W R R HiE Y CtsR AT HrcA
PR R E R o R AR e S0, HreA 2320,
[FF CtsR JH4%E ClpEP & 5431 733A, #E1Mi ClpEP
2AMIHE CtsR [, R CtsR J&—Fh i BEARST 00 5E
SEMHIE -, 24 CtsR # % fa, sl Clp ATP fiff
A BB 4= T 2 ik ok HE i FLER AT B X FA Y R Y
Desmond %™ X L. paracasei ) groESL 9\ it
1T PCR ¥ 34553508, TR B RS2 S ST, A=
7Frid i GroESL 25 [, RIS itk . FEikk, LA
il CRISPR-Cas9 HoARMEM HSPs AHICHEA, HETRXS
HSPs 11755, MIMEZLERFT R REAE =i ORFRE M

HEE SN T A s 2L AT P g p e 2R 5
HLEN . TEANFEITT, ZUAT B PP Pk
5, R BB E BT S N T R 4 A VS M, AT &
FA = i R R HH R AR 1 A= BRI B
3.3.2 FIf CRISPR-Cas9 $¥% ARIE o ZLIAT B HUPTEE
WEPE FLRRAF R iz A TR S AT 2 Tl A, AR R
SR R LR T B A A PTG TE, TPl T ey
PURHLHIAR S 4%, A AR 2L — Ay T R e/
AR, AR R R ARG i 2 1 BT el kRS,
HA—E PR TE, 7T DA S RE B0 2R A2 A AR
HAEFH S E AR i 240, il Ree s EAH
LSRR AR AR, PRIl g T T4
B o

H AT e 22 W )32 I ZLIR AR R R 41 B
2% (Nisin, ZRFRFLEE BE ) BN Ry 2 2 i il 24 Tk
T L A BN AR s Gy R B 2 L A
PTAFA, BEE XN E T AR, il A T REAY
TrEEXT Nisin #H TgmEHEARAIT ST O . Reiners
SEBT T 2L R FLER B (L. lactis) 1 Nisin 1 3k K 751
i N i X EA T 28 A5 AR, 15 SR 1519 5] Nisin A
1 Nisin Ho M PR Nisin B9 X5 4 8 (0,78 25 BR B
(S. aureu) W/ E, 251 78 Nisin A 19
IR IE S 6.25 pmol/L, i Nisin H 24 0.78 umol/L,
TR, Geid5E S 5S84 Nisin H F Nisin A HLEER)
PhT. [FAFE, O’ sullivan 555 K 30 1 SRR 285 BR B (S.
capitis) AR T 7= A= 19 L% B IRAE AR Nisin J X ZFf
2% PG BRI R AR 2B B BT PR T, AT
FLYBOEIMHR Nisin A FiI Nisin J X4 8 (0,35 45 5K 5
FYPTE E T, Nisin J pUINEE BITHAA 153.1 mm?, i
Nisin A P9HPEE B 1 AL A 109.4 mm?®. 1 Nisin J
FH b F LI ¥ Nisin A FES5H_E 19 X B I A
9 MEILFRHAN & 2L T 484k, iX 52 T Nisin J fik/b T
FLEE BRI KL A nisR . nisK FIRLEE 1 IR a2 LA
nisl, NITTTE G T — R B BT An e 22 . LR ifFoT
JESLTE AT PCR E sAAR 1Y )y 45 81 FLAE PR K, 3X
WL AR T AR Y T AR 7k 2 FLIR AT B R T
RS EEIE A RUETTRER) . Oh 258%) FIJf] CRISPR-

Cas9 T B JrECFLFT B (L. reuteri) B NisR Fl NisK 3
PRLBEA T2 R AIF S, X5 NNK 25 (N=A/T/G/C
i K=G/T) M ZERTT TR T— Ik Ak, Forp— 25545
TFHAEMI RIS 20 DR, 45 R A X —F
ZHARIEG 58 L. reuteri VPTG Mo Van P XT L.
reuteri ¥ 52 FALEE DNA (ssDNA) B4 T 72, 7E pdu &
T LiFn e s X T T 6 MuidEAEfk, P
EHii ik G Z P IE R =8N T 3 £,
H 58RI R EL, X E. coli B FARRCRIES T
3f%. BEER AR AWSEE, PFFEH @ T CRISPR-
Cas9 FARXT—LE 25 (O FLERHFT B i A AR P ) 235
THATRESATSAE, $T4E (L B TR RPEr ZLER AT TR =
AT LASZER AT

FLERAT B A AR AR B . 7 i B2 Mk
S A REVE— 20 GEFEE T, IR i oE il SR S )
FH CRISPR-Cas9 AR FA&Mi ZLIER AT P& BT IR % 1,
FER RS A — AT B Y 25 A PR PR AR PO B 5T
AP T B .
3.3.3 HMUZREFLRRAT A IR R X LR AT I
oG B TS BE U B AE SCER R A TR 1, SR AR
FLERAT B BV AR R i — o — e T I
Xt EEAA TR . SR 1R S SR i )
24U, Steidler Z5°N A EZH L. lactis 53U/ INERF 2
HA 2 10(IL-10), 470N BRUET AR B 21 Bk viT e 5y 2>
JGIESORE, IX SRt Sl % SR 2 LR T s FHTEJE T S
YEIT TR, IEYT RAEMEER (Inflammatory bowel dise-
ase, IBD)$#2HHT 10 B, . S IAERIE A TIE =
XA PRZE ) G REdRr P R AR L] A B, (HA AH SR
ZHH, AHTA 5 M 2R TR P AR A PR s =2 A AE
BAEF TS T CEEVE P, 4HEA Y ZE M S M e B
Fh 2B RN AR S ZH B, (AR 22 Al R AT L4 B P
KA — )2 3R )= (Surface layers) 4544, WFRA s-
JZ (S-layers) ™, 12 )2 &30 i — IS5k 19 25 F1 T (B
S S JEREE ) Z R BAH BAE FH TR ) 4 SRS ah
R FTLE R, PR EE IRERZRIT T S 2 EA
NSRRI DB, S LA B Sy PR T R
UL T HAER HdR . SIGNR3 J&/N R 8 4~ [E] YR A A%
ZE 4l Ml Z A8 (DC-sepecific ICAM-grabbing non-inte-
grin, DC-SIGN) Z—, 5 A DC-SIGN =M REIE =
JEAHI), Lightfoot 28 WISE KILT L. acidophilus
S EHE A S5/NEAY SIGNR3 iz, #Fmaik
WIS, /NS K AE. 1 Johnson 5507
FIMF SR A T L. acidophilus 5 S JZ2FH /Y
22 R H FE IR R PriX (PreX, 1bal578) 58 AR ik
TXF 4N 6(Interleukin 6, IL-6) . TL-12 Fil IL-
10 [, n] B S8l AR b B2 1 A it I I i 45 44 F
ek, A, Uroi¢ZEP ZBL T L. brevis 7F48 S J25&
F SO0 23X HUAA T A A5 ) R AR 4 LA B8 T %
Jiz A B FRRE AR, O HL L. brevis 19 S JZEE AT LA
TE B A% 21 R AT A 9 AR 28R 48 A ( Monocyte-derived
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dendritic cells, moDC) Hif5 FMIEIAFE I F-a(Tumor
necrosis factor-a, TNF-a) 94 a% o B T A TEZLAT B
(L. fermentum) Fl L. bulgaricus 55 H: Lo Fp AN £S5 7=
S JERE, VR IEAZAE M DM S JRENM, B S-
EEE RIS, AR AR, Eidis
JH CRISPR-Cas9 HH g AR G il s e g iR
FFEA S JZEHMYERIA, A DIMBEIFR 8 1 I M G 5 5
R ERAETIRE

S SIRGE, Xo— e e HY e 1 2% A TR Bl AR A AR
PSS TR AR T i, R CRISPR-Cas9 4% ARG
A TS SR IR Bk L R 1Y FRak, HE T
FEACAIX LS A 0 3 e H A e Ry H Y o
4 Z5E

FLIRRATEAE Sy —Fh 5 AN 10 B DI ZR i
Wy, A TV AN B 245 45 TR AR A H4 A B L A
JHo MIBERE NATTAE G K AW o LA R X S
I IYRT 2, R — SR E N RFT R H R0 R AR
FURIT RSN E E . IT4K, il CRISPR-Cas9
FE PRI GO T THE 2 R AR AR TITIE S S T N
BIEB V2 R, KA S il iz BN BaEF LR
FF R, (E R LR AT R 09 I FHAT AL T SE 56 28 S e B
Beo HBMENFT— UL i 4% AR CRISPR-Cas9
DIIRAFAE L Y 0], RS PE AR A e mr . A
I, BFEEGRA AW B SR AE SRS =80 CRISPR-
Cas9 - FLIEAT A i) 22 B gl 7 vk, I8 Iz A )
AFEFPSEZLRITE T . S TR AR, 5%
FLIR AT R e FN DI R, 383k CRISPR-Cas9 $ARHT
1 B S hURATE | S PURETEE  ASIR A S i
SERFHE LA T I, B2 AR R ey iadh . nT LT
LB, % CRISPR-Cas9 3 ARiE—2 i & e L) K
X — L 8 HH R Y ZLIRAT BT Ak R S5 A A T B IR A
TR, A SR T O R HLRBE W AN AT sZ
A FLIRAT PR BRI A o

S 30k
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